III. REMARKS 

Claims 1-5 and 8-10 are pending in this application. By this amendment, claims 1, 
5 and 10 have been amended; and, claims 6 and 7 have been cancelled herein. Applicants 
do not acquiesce in the correctness of the rejections and reserve the right to present 
specific arguments regarding any rejected claims not specifically addressed. 
Furthermore, Applicants reserve the right to pursue the full scope of the subject matter of 
the original claims in a subsequent patent application that claims priority to the instant 
application. Reconsideration in view of the following remarks is requested. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicants regard as the invention. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. Claim 10 is rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. Claims 1-6 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Talati et al. (US Patent No. 5,903,878), hereinafter "Talati". Claim 7 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Talati and "Simple Object Access Protocol 
(SOAP) 1.1", W3C Note 08 May 2000, hereinafter "W3C". 
A. Rejection of Claim 10 under 112, second paragraph, and 101 

With regards to the rejection of claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph, 
and §101, Applicants have amended claim 10 to now include, inter alia, "computer 
readable medium." Applicants contend that claim 10, as now written, is both definite, 
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under §1 12, second paragraph; and, clearly directed to statutory subject matter, under 
§ 101 . Accordingly, Applicants request withdrawal of the rejection. 

B. Rejection of Claim 5 under 112, first paragraph 

With regards to the rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, first paragraph, , 
Applicants have amended claim 5 to now include, inter alia, format suitable and usable 
by the subscriber. Applicants contend that claim 5, as now written, is enabled, under 
§ 1 12, first paragraph. Applicants further contend that one of ordinary skill in the art of 
communication between subscriber(s), service provider(s), and/or content provider(s) 
would be able to determine the scope of the claim, as amended; and, be able to make 
and/or use the invention based on both the specification and the knowledge that one 
would have at the time of the invention. Accordingly, Applicants request withdrawal of 
the rejection. 

C. Rejection of Claims 1-10 under 102(b) and 103(a) 

These rejections are defective because Talati does not disclose each and every 
feature set forth in the claims as required by 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
Claim 1, as amended, now recites: 

A method for protecting an identifier of a subscriber, during data transfer between 
a service provider and a content provider, when said subscriber sends a request to 
said service provider to obtain data belonging to said content provider, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

upon reception of said subscriber request by said service provider: 
dynamically generating an encrypted token using said 
identifier of said subscriber, the generating using one of a symmetric 
and asymmetric encryption algorithm comprising: 
determining a separator (S); 
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determining a time varying value (T); 

concatenating the subscriber identifier with T in a 
string such that the subscriber identifier and T are separated 
with S; and, 

transmitting said subscriber request and said encrypted token to 
said content provider; 

upon reception by said service provider of a SOAP certification 
request comprising an encrypted token, sent by said content provider: 

extracting said encrypted token from said SOAP certification 
request, wherein the encrypted token is in one of the SOAP body and a 
predefined SOAP header; 

decrypting said extracted encrypted token to determine said 
subscriber identifier using a decryption algorithm corresponding to the 
encryption algorithm; 

checking said determined subscriber identifier; and, 
transmitting a success or failure indication to said content provider 
in a SOAP response to said certification request; 
upon reception of said data belonging to said content provider by 
said service provider, transmitting said data belonging to said content 
provider to said subscriber. 



Talati fails to disclose, among other features, the features of a "dynamically 
generating an encrypted token using said identifier of said subscriber, the generating 
using one of a symmetric and asymmetric encryption algorithm comprising: determining 
a separator (S); determining a time varying value (T); concatenating the subscriber 
identifier with T in a string such that the subscriber identifier and T are separated with S," 
and "reception by said service provider of a SOAP certification request comprising an 
encrypted token." (see e.g., claim 1). 

Applicants have incorporated, inter alia, the features of claims 6 into claim 1 and 
as a result refer to the rejection in the Office Action of claim 6. In rejecting claim 6, the 
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Office alleges that the feature is found in Talati at column 6, lines 25-32 and column 6, 
lines 9-12. Office Action, page 7, item 2. However, a careful reading of the cited 
section, and Talati in its entirety reveals that Talati is completely devoid of any teaching, 
or suggestion, of the above indicated features. In fact, the cited specification sections 
merely mention the use of "virtual encryption key or any suitable encryption technology" 
(Col. 6, lines 1 1-12) and "digital signatures may be used to help identify parties." (Col. 6, 
lines 31-32) Applicants respectfully contend this summarizing-type language found in 
Talati surely does not meet the requisite legal threshold for clear teaching of, inter alia, 
dynamically generating an encrypted token using an identifier of a subscriber where 
either a symmetric and asymmetric encryption algorithm is employed that includes 
determining a separator (S); determining a time varying value (T); concatenating the 
subscriber identifier with T in a string such that the subscriber identifier and T are 
separated with S. The disclosure in Talati is devoid of this feature. 

Further, Talati does not teach or suggest, inter alia, a service provider receiving a 
SOAP certification request. The Office admits this deficiency in Talati. Applicants 
respectfully contend that it would not be obvious to combine Talati with the teachings of 
W3C, as the Office has averred in making the rejection of claim 7. Office Action, page 
8, item 5. (The features previously found in claim 7 have been added to claim 1). It is 
not clear to Applicants why one of ordinary skill in the art of, say, electronic commerce 
would be compelled to necessarily turn to W3C for the use of SOAP. Applicants 
respectfully contend that an unsupported statement such as "it would have simplified the 
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implementation of the system, and thereby reduced development costs" does not 
adequately meet the threshold burden of showing obviousness under 35 USC 103. Office 
Acton , page 8, item 5. The Office has not met the burden in making a prima facie case 
of obviousness in rejecting claim 7 (features now found in claim I, as amended). In view 
of the foregoing, Talati does not disclose each and every feature of claim 1 . 

With respect to dependent claims 2-5 and 8-10, Applicants submit that these 
claims are allowable based on their dependency from allowable independent claims. The 
dependent claims arc also believed to be allowable based for their own additional 
features. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

In light of the above remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are in 
condition for allowance. Should the Examiner require anything further to place the 
application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
Applicants' undersigned representative at the number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: June 12, 2007 / Joseph J. Christian / 

Joseph J. Christian 
Reg. No.: 51,560 

Hoffman, Warnick & D'Alessandro LLC 
75 State Street, 14 th Floor 
Albany, New York 12207 
(518) 449-0044 
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